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THE REV. DR. PRIESTLEY. 


81 R, 


Y ov have lately ſent forth into the world a 
number of original letters which paſſed be- 
tween Mr. Weſley and ſome of his relations. 
To theſe you have prefixed an account of the 
letters, with an addreſs to the Methodiſts; in 
the latter of which, it is to be feared, your zeal 
has led you, however inadvertently, to tranſ- 
greſs the bounds of truth and equity. This, 
Sir, I think, ſhould be pointed out to you; 
becauſe it ſeems, through the multiplicity of 
your engagements, to have eſcaped your own 
notice ; and becauſe the paſlages I refer to, if 
ſuffered to paſs without animadverſion, may 
be productive of conſiderable harm. Not 
being: a Methodiſt myſelf, nor having any con 
| A 2 
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nection with their ſocieties, it ſeems to be out 
of my province to interfere in this matter; 
more eſpecially as there are many among 
the Methodiſts themſelves, who are more 
deeply intereſted, and abundantly better qua- 
lified for the taſk. Yet if I may be the means 
of pointing out to you what is faulty in your 
conduct, and. of guarding them againſt what 
js pernicious in your counſels, I ſhall have 
no cauſe to repent that I have written to you 


on this occaſion. 


The ſubjects upon which I would addreſs 
you are three—firſt, On the impropriety of 
your publiſhing thoſe letters at all. 

From the date of thoſe letters we obſerve 
that the lateſt of them was written above 
fifty years ago: they originated, you tell us, 
in Mr. W. 's deſire to juſtify his own conduct 
to ſome of his friends. At the ſame time 
you inform us that © they were not intended 
* for the public eye—that Mr, W. was very 
% defirous of getting them into his poſſeſ- 
% fion that — dau er and grand-daughter 


do of his brother Alete being 1 at his 


gonduct, would never e them to him, 


55 < Waking it for granted that he would have 


wh £20 e ſupprefled 


E 
* ſuppreſſed them.” Now, Sir, if he was 
ſo deſirous to ſuppreſs them, What right had 
you to publiſh them ? You ſay, that the 
& public is intereſted in them:“ true, the 
euriofity of the public may be intereſted, but 
not the welfare. But you wanted to ſhew 
that he was *©* ſtrongly tinctured with en- 
« thuſiaſm.” Well, if you thought ſo, and 
wiſhed to expoſe it, would not his early jour- 
nals have furniſhed you with full as plain 
and authentic an account of his ſentiments as 
theſe letters can do? and would they not have 
been a more honourable ſource of information ? 
Let me aſk you, Sir, whether your publiſhing 
theſe letters againſi his will be agreeable to 
that precept of doing unto others as we 
* would they ſhould do unto us?” You 
can eaſily ſee that neither your ſentiments in 
religion, nor your conduct in politics, could 
juſtify the mob in deſtroying your property: 
may you not then perceive, even from your 
late calamities, that you ſhould have held fa- 
cred what every man of honour would have 
eſteemed another's property? Your having 
the letters in your poſſeſſion, and conſe» 
quently in- your power, was no more a rea: 
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fon for your abuſing that power to the wound 
ing of Mr. W. 's character, than the populace 
having your houſe in their power, was a 
reaſon for their abuſing that power to the 
deſtruction of your property. Let me then 
appeal to your own conſcience : Did you ac 
right in making thoſe letters public; in pub- 
liſhing them not only without his approba- 
tion, but expreſsly and knowingly againſt his 
will ; and that too, not while he was living, 
and might anſwer for himſelf, but immedi- 
ately after his death; as if that opportunity 
had been waited for ? What though his rela- 
tions kept the letters for this purpoſe, becauſe 
they were oftended with him? You had no 
reaſon to be offended with him; he had 
never injured you. What though they con- 
tinued their reſentment through ſuch a long 
ſeries of years? Was there any reaſon that 
you thould join in their hoſtilities againſt him ? 
Was it not your province rather, as a Chriſ- 
tian miniſter, to reprove their unforgiving 
ſpirit, and to diſſuade Mr. Badcock from con- 
curring with them? Did it become you, 
who could have no cauſe to be offended with 
him, to ſtep forth as the patron and inſirument 

4. of 


l 
of heir revenge? Was this, Sir, doing as 
you would have another do to yu? 

The next ſubject to which Þ would call 
your attention is, the end which you propoſe 
in publiſhing them. It is to make the Me- 
thodiſts think better of you'” and of your 
principles; or, in other words, to draw them 
away (their leader being dead), and to make 
them your own diſciples. We muſt take it 
for granted, that you ſuppoſe yourſelf to be 
in poſſeſſion of truth; and them to be in error; 
and on this ground we cannot blame you for 
wiſhing to make them proſelytes. But in 
the beginning of your addreſs to them, you 
pay them the higheſt compliments; you ſay 
that in promoting the great end of the 
goſpel; viz. the reformation of the world, 
their zeal is abundant, and highly meri- 
torious ; far beyond what moſt profeſſors of 
Chriſtianity can pretend to.“ You tell them 
that by them is the goſpel preached to the 
poor in this country, and that to them is 
owing the civilization, the induſtry, and 
ſobriety, of great numbers of the labouring 
part of the community:“ you aſſure them 
that, in the full perſuaſion of the great 

"MS > good 


715 


good which they are inſtrumental in the 
hands of God of rendering to their country 
and to the world, you truly rejoice.” No- , 
Sir, can any thing like this be ſpoken of your 

followers? Pray then let your own principles 
manifeſt their ſuperior efficacy in producing 


the general good, before you attempt to diſ- 


ſolve the union of thoſe who have approved 


themſelves ſo beneficial to mankind. 


But, Sir, permit me to aſk, Whither 
would you lead the Methodiſts? Do you 
yourſelf know whither you would lead them? 
Are you come to any determinate point in 
which you yourſelf can reſt? Is your own. 
creed yet fixed? No; you have acknow- 
ledged that it is not: but, Sir, ought you 
not at leaſt to be ſatisfied with your own 
principles before you invite others to embrace 
them? The Methodiſts at preſent have a 
full perſuaſion that, at leaſt in all the funda- 
mental doctrines of Chriſtianity, they are right; 


-and they feel an unſpeakable comfort in this 


perſuaſion : will they then have any cauſe 
to thank you, for endeavouring to turn them 
from the truths whereon all their hopes are 
fixed, and to bying them to a ſtate of fluctua- 
| tion 
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tion and uncertainty? Surely, Sir, this is 
an end, which is ſcarcely worthy of your 
purſuit; an end too, which, I truſt, will 
never be attained. 
The principal and laſt ſubje& to which I 
would turn your attention, reſpects the means 
by which you would effect your end. Not to 
advert to many circumſtances, I will only. 
mention a few which are peculiarly deſerv- 
ing notice. IT; | 
In order that you may put the Methodiſts 
off their guard, to prevail upon them to read 
your books, you tell them (p. 22) that 
Mr. W. has often declared in your hear- 
ing, that methodiſm had nothing to do 
« with any particular opinions in religion, 
„that the end of all religion was good mo- 
„ rals, and that every man who had this 
„object was his friend.” On what occaſion 
| Mr. W. uttered theſe words we cannot tell, 
nor need we be ſolicitous to enquire; for, if 
properly underſtood, they breathe the true 
ſpirit of Chriſtianity. But, Sir, do you ſeri- 
ouſly think Mr. W. meant to fay that Me- 
thodiſm had nothing to do with original fin, 
juſtification by faith, the atonement, the 
Divinity 


. 


Divinity of Chriſt, the influences of the: 

Spirit, &c. ? Would not this have been to 
contradict all he had ever taught either from 
the pulpit or the preſs? And yet you evi- 
dently intend that they who read your addreſs, 
ſhould underſtand him in that ſenſe. Is this, 
Sir, ingenuous ? Is it not a wilful miſrepre- 
ſentation of his meaning? 

Again (p. 24), in order to gain the Me- 
thodiſts over to your own party, you uſe ex- 
preſſions which have an evident tendency to 
widen the breach between them and their 
Calviniſtic brethren. You ſay we do not; 
with the Calviniſts, believe that the Di- 
« vine being has, without any regard to men's 
« future characters and good works, predeſ- 
% tinated ſome to everlaſting life, and others 
de to everlaſting condemnation.” What, Sir, 
need you be told that the Calviniſts in general 
do not believe the doctrine of abſolute repro- 
bation ? They do firmly believe indeed that, 
if they have any good in them, it is entirely 
owing to the grace of God which He hag 
beſtowed upon them, without any reſpect to 
merit in their works, whether paſt, preſent, 
or future : but that God ever determined to 


damn 


. 


damn men, without any reſpect to demerit in 
their works, paſt, preſent, or future, th 

they do not believe: none believe this except 
a certain claſs of Calviniſts, for whoſe ſenti- 
ments, in this particular, the reſt do not eſteem 
themſelves by any means reſponſible, The 
Methodiſts themfelves are well acquainted 
with this diſtinction. An eminent writer of 
their own (the Rev. John Fletcher) fays, 
(in his Bible-Arminianiſm and Bible-Cal- 
viniſm, p. 48), Rigid. Calumfts are per- 
ſons who hold the Manichean doctrine of abſo- 
lute neceſſity, and maintain both an uncondi- 
tional election of free- grace in Chrift, and an 
unconditional reprobation of free-wrath in 
Adam. Moderate Calviniſis are men who re- 
nounce the doctrine of abſolute neceſfity, 
ſtand up for the election of free- grace, and 
are athamed of the reprobation of free-wrath;'” 
he might have added alſo, that they ſhudder 
at the very thought of it. And could you, 
Sir, be unacquainted with this ? I ſhould hope 
indeed you were; for, to calumniate ſome, in 
order more effectually to win others, would 
be a very ungenerous and unbecoming artifice. 


But 
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But that which, above all, is reprehenſible 
in your addreſs is, what you aſſert in p. 25. 
Your words are theſe: In what then, my 
„ brethren, do we differ? hardly in any thing 


c except in our opinion about who Chri/t was ; 
„ not with reſpect to what He /aught, or did, 


„or ail do, which however is all that parti- 


& cularly intereſts us.. Now, Sir, if I were 
addreſſing you merely as a private Gentleman, 
I ſhould think it my duty to be very cautious 
of ſaying any thing which might either hurt 
your feelings or wound your character; but 1 
feel that obligation exceedingly increaſed, 


when I am ſpeaking to a Miniſter and Am- 


baſſador of God, on whoſe reputation for pro- 
bity and veracity ſo much depends : yet how 
to deliver my ſentiments on this paſſage, how 
to expoſe it as it ought to be expoſed, and 


yet ſay nothing which may give you offence 


I own I find very difficult. In moſt caſes 
we may diſtinguiſh between the man and the 
ſentiment, and combat the latter, while we 
love and admire the former ; but how to ſe- 
parate them hergyl know not: let however 
your aſſertions ſpeak for themſelves : 
« You 


1 


& You differ not with reſpe&t to what 
& Chriſt taught.” Pray, Sir, do not the 
Methodiſts agree with almoſt all the Proteſ- 
tant churches, in believing that Chriſt taught 
original fin *, the new birth , and juſtifi- 
cation by faith T? Whether theſe doctrines be 
true or not, is nothing to our preſent purpoſe: 
the queſtion is, do not they believe that 
Chriſt gaught theſe doctrines? and did not 
you know that they were of this opinion ? 
Yes, Sir: but are you of this opinion ? Do 
you believe that Chriſt taught theſe doctrines 
in the ſenſe in which they do? No—Tell 
me then, Sir, what conſtruction can charity 
itſelf put upon this aſſertion, which ſhall ac- 
quit you of deliberate falſehood ? 

Again—** You differ not with reſpe& to 
* what Chriſt did.” Do not the Methodiſts 
believe, not merely that Chriſt ſuffered, but 
that in ſuffering he made a true and proper 
atonement for fin? Yea, are not all their 
hopes founded upon this do&rine ? But, Sir, 
do you. believe that Chriſt did this? Do you 
believe that he actually made an atonement 


* John, chap. iii. v. 6. + Chap. iii. v. 3. 
+ Chap. iii. v. 15, 18, 36, 


for 


for our fins ? How ſhall we then account for 
your profeſſing to agree with them in every 
thing Chriſt did, when you utterly diſagree 
with them in the moſt 1 thing he 
ever did ? | 

Again“ You do not differ with reſpect 
4 to what Chriſt will do.” Let me once 


more appeal to yourſelf: do not the Me- 


thodiſts beheve, that Chriſt will come unto 


them, and make his abode with them; that 


he will teach them as truly as ever he taught 
his diſciples in the days of his fleſh ; that he 
will comfort and ſtrengthen them; that he 
will manifeſt himſelf to them as he does not 
unto the world ; and that, upon the footing 
of his own meritorious death, he will make 
interceſſion for them at the right hand of 
God? 1 do not aſk you what interpretation 
you put on the paſlages in ſeripture to which 
J allude, but whether you underſtand them 
in the ſenſe in which the Methodiſts do ? Do 
you believe the doQrines which hey believe 
to be contained m them ? You know, Sir, 
you do not. Let me aſk you then, Sir, Did 
you write this paragraph through inadver- 
tency, or did you write it deliberately ? If 

you 


15 ] 


you wrote it inadvertently, it will ſurely bes 
come you to retract it: let the world know, 
Sir, that it was an overſight; and do your 
utmoſt to prevent the 2 of ſo groſs 
a miſtake, Conſider, that, if the Methodiſts 
credit your aſſertions, they will read your 
books under the expectation of finding all 
the doctrines, on which they build ths 
hopes, inculcated and enforced; and thus 
they, will fall into a ſnare through their un- 
willingneſs to entertain an uncharitable 
thought of you. Let me entreat you there- 
fore to pay a greater regard to your own cha- 
racer, than to ſuffer Tach notoriouſly falſe 
aſſertions to paſs uncontradicted by yourſelf, 
Any man may err, and inadvertently affirm, 
what on maturer conſideration he would con- 
demn ; but no one can continue to circulate 
a falſehood, eſpecially if it be of ſuch a per- 
nicious tendency as thoſe above referred to, 
without forfeiting all right and title to the 
character of an honeſt man: for your own 
ſake therefore, as well as zheirs, let your 
acknowledgment be ſpeedy, full, and une: 
quivocal. But, if you refuſe to acknowledge 
that the paragraph was written madvertently, 

what 


15 


A 


what muſt the world think ? Surely they 
"muſt conclude that you wrote it deliberately, 


for the purpoſe of impoſing on the Me- 
thodiſts, and of drawing them over to your 
own party. Wall they not then juſtly aſk, 


„Where is your probity? Where is your 


& regard to conſcience ?*” Oh! Sir, cut oft 
all occaſion for ſuch reflections. | 
After profeſſing to agree with the Me- 
thodiſts in theſe things, you challenge them 
to produce one paſſage in ſupport of the only 


point wherein you differ; ** ſhew me, if you 


can, ſay you, a ſingle admonition againſt not 
«© worſhipping Chriſt as God.” This, Sir, 
3s a ſtriking example of the artful way, which 
you take to promote and propagate your own 
ſentiments ; you have been repeatedly con- 
futed by fair argument *, and therefore you 
have recourſe to methods which are calcu- 
lated only to perplex an honeſt mind, Let 


* Dr. P. has recommended his books to you, and parti- 


cularly his appeal; permit me therefore to recommend a 


tract which fully refutes all his arguments which are there 
urged againſt the divinity of Chriſt. It is entitled, A 
ſhort Defence of the Doctrine of the Divinity of Chriſt ;*? 


and is printed for John Binns, Bookſeller, in Leeds 


price three pence. 
us 


Co 1 

us ſuppoſe for a moment, that there were no 
expreſs admonition againſt not worſhipping 
Chriſt as God; would that omiſſion invali- 
date all which the ſcriptures have affirmed 
reſpecting the Deity of Chriſt ? Is it not very 
ſufficient for us that Chriſt is expreſsly called 
God; that the attributes and works peculiar 
to Jehovah are aſcribed to him; that the 
apoſtles prayed to him as God, and that Ste- 
phen in his dying moments worſhipped him 
in the very ſame words, in which Chriſt in 
his dying moments had worſhipped the Fa- 
ther? Theſe, Sir, are the grounds upon 
which we think ourſelves bound to worſhip 
_ Chriſt: and are they not very ſufficient with- 
out any admonitions againſt: not worſhipping 
kim? Are we, Sir, to deſpiſe God's direc- 
tions, becauſe he has not ſeen fit to give us 
admonitions? Are we at liberty to dictate 
to God, and to tell him in what manner he 
ſhall ſpeak? You ſee then, Sir, there would 
be no force in your objection, even if it were 
true : but I think that an unprejudiced reader 
may find admonitions as well as direc- 
tions and examples. What does God ſay by 
the prophet Ifaiah ? (xlv. 22, 23.) Look 

| 1 unta 
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himſelf who is ſpeaking by the prophet : and, 


[18 ] 


unto me, and be ye ſaved, all the ends of the 
earth, for I am God, and there is none elle ; 


I have ſworn by myſelf that unto me every 


knee ſhall bow, every tongue ſhall ſwear. 
Theſe, Sir, you yourſelf will acknowledge 
to be the words of Jehovah. And does not 
St. Paul expreſsly apply them to Chriſt ? 
Does he not ſay (Rom. xiv. 10, 11) we ſhall 
all ſtand at the judgment-ſeat of Chriſt; for 
it is written, As J live ſaith the Lord, every 
knee ſhall bow to me, and every tongue 
ſhall confeſs to God? You will ſay, „the 
«© apoſtle is only ſpeaking of our ſtanding at 
& the judgment-ſeat of Chriſt, and not of 
our worſhipping him:“ true; but, in order 
to confirm that ſolemn truth, he quotes the 
words of the prophet, wherein Jehovah him- 
ſelf requires the higheſt acts of worſhip to 
be paid to him. Now we cannot ſuppoſe he 
would do this, if Chriſt were not that very 
perſon before whom every knee muſt bow, 
and to whom every tongue muſt confeſs. 
And how can Chriſt be that perſon, without 
being at the ſame time Lord and God? Vet, 
if this be the caſe, then it muſt be Chriſt 


if 
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if Chriſt ſwear thus by himſelf, that every 
knee ſhall bow to him; is not this equivalent 
to the ſtrongeſt admonition againſt our not 
bowing to him? Let us bring another inſtance 
from the words of our Lord himſelf: he tells 
us (John v. 23) that all judgment is com- 
mitted to him, that all men ſhould honour 
<& the ſon:“ but how are they to honour him? 
as a mere creature? No, they muſt honour 
him, „even as they honour the Father.” 
I am aware that the word which we tranſlate, 
even as, often means nothing more than a 
reſemblance : but in this place I apprehend it 
mult denote equality; becauſe the Jews them- 
ſelves underſtood him as making himſelf equal 
with God, and were ſeeking to kill him on 
that very account, ver. 18; and becauſe, in the 
_ verſes that precede and that follow this paſſage, 
he claims an equality with the Father both 
in reſpect of his ſelf-exiſtence and of his 
power to raiſe the dead; vid. v. 21, 26. If 
we add to this, that the Jews on other occa- 
ſions alſo conſidered him as making him- 
„ ſelf God” (John x. 33), and that he is 
ſaid by St. Paul, to have thought it no rob- 
*© bery to be equal with God“ (Phil. ii. 6), 
| B 2 | 
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it will appear that we are fully juſtified in 
interpreting this paſſage, as requiting men to 
honour Chriſt eually with the Father. But 
ſtill the queſtion will recur ; what admoni- 
tion is there againſt our not honouring him 
in this exalted manner? Read. the next 
words; “ He that honoureth not the Son, 


„ honoureth not the Father who hath ſent 


*« him.” Now, Sir, you yourſelf will al- 
low, that not to honour the Father muſt bring 
inevitable deſtruction on our ſouls : and 
yet Chriſt declares that the not honouring 
of him even as they honour the Father, will 
be conſtrued as a negle& of honouring the 
Father. Can there poſſibly be a ſtronger ad- 
monition than this ? 
Obſerve, Sir, I offer not theſe as the prin- 
cipal grounds of our worſhipping Chriſt ; we 
have plainer and ſtronger reaſons than theſe, 
even ſuch as I have before mentioned; we ſee 
ſo many proofs of his Godhead in the ſcrip- 
tures, ſuch plain commands to worſhip him, 
and ſo many inſtances wherein prayer was 
addreſſed to him by his own apoſtles, that we 


dare not do otherwiſe than worſhip him as 


God. Nevertheleſs from theſe, paſſages the 
Methodiſts 
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Methodiſts may ſas how groundleſs your ob- 
jections are, and may learn to guard againſt 
the artifice with which they are 'propalac. 
With reſpet to what you tell them, 
“ that you once thought as they now do,“ 
that will have but little weight with them: 
while they behold you publiſhing thoſe let- 
ters againſt Mr. W.'s will; while they conſi- 
der how you have miſrepreſented Mr. W.'s 
words, and, above all, what unparalleled aſſer- 
tions you make reſpecting the agreement of 
your ſentiments with theirs; at the ſame time 
that light and darkneſs do not differ more 
from each other, than hey do from you in all 
the fundamental doctrines of Chriſtianity: I 
ſay, when they conſider theſe things, your 
conduct will not impreſs them with any fa- 
. vourable opinion of your change; nor wall 
they feel themſelves much inclined to follow 
your example. They will rather be ſtirred 
up to watchfulneſs and circumſpection; and 
will ſee more forcibly the neceſſity of attend- 
ing to that advice of the apoſtle, ** Be not 
& children toſſed to and fro and carried about 
% with every wird of doctrine, by the fleight of 


&* men and cunting ng whereby they lie in 
ait 
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& wait to deceive ; but ſpeaking the truth it1 
love, grow up into him in all things, who 
& is the head, even Chriſt.” Indeed, after 
ſeeing what means you uſe, they will be na- 
turally led to ſuſpect your end. We would 
gladly give you credit, for wiſhing only to 
promote their ſpiritual welfare: but if that 
be the caſe, what need can there be to uſe 
ſuch means? Religion needs not artifice, nor 
admits of taking any man by guile.“ If 
indeed you with to attach them to your cauſe 
as a political character, and make religion ſub- 
ſervient to that end, then we mult not won- 
der to ſee truth and equity trampled under 
foot; for it muſt be confeſſed, that ſo numer- 
ous a body as the Methodiſts would be a great 
acquiſition to your party. But, whatever be 
your view, your labour, I truſt, will be in 
vain ; for they are far too remote from your 
principles, both in religion and politics, to be 
ever found zmongſt your followers : they 


venerate the bible too much, to join with 


him who denies ſo great a part of it; and they 
love their country too well, to aid thoſe who, 
under the idea of reforming the conſtitution, 
would eventually undermine nd deſtroy it. 


Give 
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Give me leave therefore to conclude my letter 
with a word of advice both to you and them: 
to you I recommend that you would clear 
yourſelf to the public, as from the other 
things pointed out in this letter, ſo eſpecially 
from the very ſtrong appearances of wilful 
and deliberate falſehood ; but to them I ſay in 
the words of the apoſtle (Col. ii. 6, 7), As 
© ye have received Chriſt Jeſus the Lord, 
„ fo walk ye in him; rooted and built up 
& in him, and eſtabliſhed in the faith as ye 
have been taught; abounding therein with 
“ thankſgiving.” 


* 


I am, Sir, yours, 


Sept. 6th, 1791. 5 
5 PHILALE THE 
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THE END. 
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